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Free Speech Feminism 


What is Free Speech? 


Jordan Peterson, a philosopher of free speech, and famous critic of political correctness, has 
this to say on the concept: 


“Free speech is the mechanism by which we keep our society functioning. It's the consequence 
of free speech, and the ability to speak: that people can put their finger on problems, articulate 
what those problems are, solve them, and come to a consensus. We risk losing that. [...] We 
have to be able to say what we have to say badly, or we won't be able to think at all." 
(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ILXn9zoNTv0) 


So we can accept this definition. Therefore, we understand that people in a Free Society must 
have the ability to Say anything that they have the ability to Think. Man can be a Free Thinker 
only if he has the ability to Think all things. He Thinks by sharing his thoughts with others. He 
Learns by arguing. If he does not have the right to Say something, he does not have the right 
to Think it. One can only be a Free Thinker who has the right to Free Speech. 


If this is true for Man, then it must be doubly true for Woman, who may rely even more on the 
Speech of others to guide her Thinking. 


Therefore, if Feminism hopes to Free the Minds of Women, it must have as its central doctrine 
Free Speech for Women. 


When Woman has a right to Free Speech, she will have a right to say anything that can be 
Thought. If she has a right to Say something, then she also has a right to Hear it, and to Learn 
it. When she has the right to Say anything, she will have the ability to Think anything that can 
be Thought. Then, she too will have Freedom of Mind. 


When a Woman has Freedom of Mind, she will best express herself. For then she will know her 
own Thoughts. A woman who has freedom of mind will not mistake her own thoughts for the 
thoughts others, nor will she mistake the thoughts of others for her own. Free Speech is the 
mechanism by which the thoughts of others are made plain to her, by which she makes plain 
her own thoughts, and by which she compares them. 


Only one cry need be raised by she who wishes fo be Free: “Free Speech! Free Speech for 
Women!” 


Woman and Man 


In Genesis, it is stated: 


God said, “Let there be a dome in the midst of the waters, and let it separate the waters from 
the waters.” So God made the dome and separated the waters that were under the dome from 
the waters that were above the dome. And it was so. God called the dome Sky. And there was 

evening and there was morning, the second day. 


And God said. “Let the waters under the sky be gathered together into one place, and let 
the dry land appear.” And it was so. God called the dry land Earth, and the waters that were 
gathered together he called Seas. And God saw that it was good. 


Genesis 1.6 - 1.10 
Fourth Edition of The New Oxford Annotated Bible: New Revised Standard Version 
ISBN 978-0-19-528960-2 


This story tells us how God separated the Earth from the Sky, or rather united them, giving 
Place to existence. It can also be understood as a metaphor for God separating the forces of 
Masculinity and Femininity in the universe. This interpretation is supported by the Ancient 
Greek story of Creation, which also describes the union of Earth and Sky. Earth is personified 
by the female god, Gaia, and Sky is personified by the male god, Uranus. 


The story is retold: 


"In the begining there was only chaos. Then out of the void appeared Erebus, the unknow- 
able place where death dwells, and Night. All else was empty, silent, endless, darkness. Then 
somehow Love was born bringing a start of order. From Love came Light and Day. Once there 
was Light and Day, Gaea, the earth appeared. 


“Then Erebus slept with Night, who gave birth to Ether, the heavenly light, and to Day the 
earthly light. Then Night alone produced Doom, Fate, Death, Sleep, Dreams, Nemesis, and 
others that come to man out of darkness. 


“Meanwhile Gaea alone gave birth to Uranus, the heavens. Uranus became Gaea's mate 
covering her on all sides. Together they produced the three Cyclopes, the three Hecatoncheires, 
and twelve Titans.” 

(http: //www.desy.de/gna/interpedia/greek_myth/creation.html) 


Notably, Gaea is born immediately after the creation of Night and Day. This is also true in 
Genesis, where it is said that God created Night and Day on the first day, and created Sky and 
Earth on the second and third days. There are other notable comparisons: God takes the place 
of Love in the story of Genesis, so it can be known that this God is the God of Love. Both stories 
also describe the formless void and darkness which preceded existence. 


In some tellings of this story, Gaea and Uranus are the first gods which have a female and 
male form. They are the mother and father of all the other gods, and they were a personifi- 
cation of the Masculine and Feminine forces. In Ancient Greece, Gaia was worshipped as the 
“universal mother”; 


“Gaea, or Mother Earth, was the great goddess of the early Greeks. She represented the Earth 
and was worshipped as the universal mother.” 


“Gaea, or Mother Earth, was the oldest of the gods of the early Greeks. She was known as the 
supreme goddess by humans and gods alike. She presided over marriages and oaths and was 
honored as a prophetess.” 

(https://www.windows2universe.org/mythology/gaea.html) 


Uranus was revered for his power, but he was portrayed as an evil god in the Ancient Greek 
myth, because he was dissatisfied with the children Gaea bore to him. Therefore, he did not 
possess the same level of worship in Greek culture. However, in the older Sumerian mythology 
the god of Sky is described differently. He is called the “god of order”: 


“In Sumerian mythology and later for Assyrians and Babylonians, Anu is the sky god and 
represented law and order.[citation needed] 


“It is possible that Uranus was originally an Indo-European god, to be identified with the 
Vedic Varuna, the supreme keeper of order who later became the god of oceans and rivers, 
as suggested by Georges Dumézil, [10] following hints in Emile Durkheim, The Elementary 
Forms of Religious Life (1912).[32] Another of Dumézil's theories is that the Iranian supreme 
God Ahura Mazda is a development of the Indo-Iranian "vouruna-" mitra. [33] Therefore, this 
divinity has also the qualities of Mitra, which is the god of the falling rain.[34] 


“Uranus is connected with the night sky, and Varuna is the god of the sky and the celestial 
ocean, which is connected with the Milky Way. 


“Georges Dumézil made a cautious case for the identity of Uranus and Vedic Varuna at the 
earliest Indo-European cultural level.[10] Dumézil's identification of mythic elements shared 
by the two figures, relying to a great extent on linguistic interpretation, but not positing a com- 
mon origin, was taken up by Robert Graves and others. The identification of the name Ouranos 
with the Hindu Varuna, based in part on a posited PIE root "-üer with a sense of “binding’— 
ancient king god Varuna binds the wicked, ancient king god Uranus binds the Cyclopes, who 
had tormented him. The most probable etymology is from Proto-Greek *(F)orsanoj (worsanos) 
from a PIE root "ers “to moisten, to drip” (referring to the rain]." 
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Uranus_(mythology)) 


Ouranos is the Greek spelling of Uranus’ name. Without capitalization, ouranos referred to the 
heavens. So, Ouranos would have been understood to mean “god of the heavens". In other 
myths, he is said to be born of Chaos, and therefore Gaea’s brother, or born of Light and Day. 
(https://theogony.fandom.com/wiki/Ouranos) 


It is notable, that in the story of Genesis, the order in which the Sky and Earth are created is 
reversed. In the Christian re-telling, the Sky is created first, recognizing its higher power, and 
closeness to God. 


The Sky and the Earth in Genesis are also symbolic of the greater powers which Uranus and 
Gaea represented. As Uranus was the god of Order, the Sky is Consciousness, the masculine 
power of the universe. The Earth is not only the land on which we walk, but all that is Natural 
to existence, and the processes by which it comes to be. Like Gaea, this power is feminine. 
What is done by the power of Consciousness counteracts what is Natural. While Nature 
constantly rearranges whatever is Consciously constructed. Therefore, the Masculine and the 
Feminine are seen as a perfect counterbalance to one another. 


Everything which God creates after the Sky and the Earth takes on a dual form. The story 
continues: 


Then God said, “Let the earth put forth vegetation: plants yielding seed of every kind, and 
trees of every kind bearing fruit with the seed in it.” And it was so. The earth brought forth 
vegetation: plants yielding seed of every kind. and trees of every kind bearing fruit with the 
seed in it. And God saw that it was good. 


Genesis 1.11 - 1.12 


Here, a distinction is made between the plant and its seed, to show the reproductive quality 
of the vegetation God made. The plant, which is the part that makes use of energy to create 
being, and which redistributes the natural elements, is the masculine part. The seed, which 
is the part that generates new life, but is itself not living, is the feminine part. Therefore, the 
vegetation has a dual form, neither part existing without the other. It contains the masculine 
and feminine qualities within it, and this is how it reproduces itself. 


On the next day, God creates the Sun and Moon: 


And God said, “Let there be lights in the dome of the sky to separate the day from the night: 
and let them be for signs and for seasons and for days and years, and let them be lights in the 
dome of the sky to give light upon the earth.” And it was so. God made the two great lights 

— the greater light to rule the day and the lesser light to rule the night — and the stars. God 
set them in the dome of the sky to give light upon the earth, to rule over the day and over the 
night, and to separate the light from the darkness. And God saw that it was good. And there 
was evening and there was morning, the fourth day. 


Genesis 1.14 - 1.19 


In Greek mythology, the Sun and Moon are also represented by a god and goddess. The son 
and daughter of two Titans, Hyperion and Thea, the Sun and Moon were the grandchildren of 
Gaea and Uranus. The Sun was personified as Helios; 


"The image of Helios driving his ‘golden-yoked’ four-horse chariot - sometimes in the compa- 
ny of his sisters - is one of the most recognizable images in all of Greek art. ‘As he rides in his 
chariot,’ writes marvelously of him the poet of the 31st Homeric Hymn, ‘he shines upon men 
and deathless gods, and piercingly he gazes with his eyes from his golden helmet. Bright 


rays beam dazzlingly from him, and his bright locks streaming from the temples of his head 
gracefully enclose his far-seen face: a rich, fine-spun garment glows upon his body and flutters 
in the wind: and stallions carry him.” 
(https://www.greekmythology.com/Other_Gods/Helios/helios.html) 


The Moon was Selene; 


“Selene was a Titan goddess in Greek mythology, daughter of the Titans Hyperion and Theia. 
She had two siblings, Helios and Eos. She was the goddess of the moon, which she drove every 
night across the skies.” 

(https://www.greekmythology.com/Titans/Selene/selene.html) 


The characterization of the Sun as masculine and the Moon as feminine persists across many 
cultures, and into modern times. In Vedic astrology, 


“The sage describes the sun as having ‘intelligence’, the knowledge acquired through a ratio- 
nal process to arrive at the Truth. The moon on the other hand is portrayed as filled with ‘inner 
knowing’ and therefore looks inward for answers. Instincts, intuition and perception are the 
domains of the feminine energy. 
(http://www.yogayuktalife.com/articles/2013/9/10/shivashakti-sunmoon-union-of-the-mas- 
culine-and-feminine) 


The next of God’s creations have have not only masculine and feminine qualities, but take the 
forms of male and female. On the fifth day, he creates birds and sea creatures, and on the 
sixth day, animals and humans. So it says; 


$0 God created humankind in his image, in the image of God he created them; male and 


female he created them. God blessed them, and God said to them, “Be fruitful and multiply, 
and fill the earth and subdue if-[“] 


Genesis 1.27 - 1.28 


The male and female were created in the image of God. From this, it is understood that God 
contains the Masculine and Feminine both. Now, it can also be understood how God was able 
to create the Sky and Earth, the plant and its seed, the Sun and the Moon, and everything else 
which takes a dual form; for God is the only God which is both Masculine and Feminine. 


This is how Man and Woman were created: 


then the Lord God formed man from the dust of the ground, and breathed into his nostrils the 
breath of life; and the man became a living being. 


Genesis 1.7 


Then the Lord God said, “It is not good that the man should be alone; | will make him a helper 
as his partner.” 


Genesis 1.18 


So the Lord God caused a deep sleep to fall upon the man, and he slept; then he took one of 
his ribs and closed up its place with flesh. And the rib that the Lord God had taken from the 
man he made into a woman and brought her to the man. Then the man said, “This at last is 
bone of my bones and flesh of my flesh; this one shall be called Woman, for out of Man this 
one was taken.” 


Genesis 1.2] - 1.23 


These are the characters, Woman and Man, created by God. Born from the dust of the earth, 
and brought to life by God himself, they are not fully human. Instead, they are the personifica- 
tion of the pure Feminine and pure Masculine; the archetypes embodied in human form. Each 
having only a single quality of character, they were born not knowing good or evil. 


On the other hand, every human has the potential for good and evil both. This is displayed in 
the story of Cain and Abel, the two sons of Woman and Man. In his fifth Biblical Series lecture, 
Jordan Peterson explains: 


“Adam and Eve are not the first two human beings. Cain and Abel are the first two human 
beings. Because Adam and Eve were made by God, and they were born in paradise. What kind 
of human beings are those? You don’t know any human beings like that. Human beings aren't 
born in paradise and made by God. Human beings are born of other human beings.” 


“So you have the first two human beings: Cain and Abel; prototypical human beings. Humanity 
enters History at the end of Adam and Eve, and the archetypal patterns for human behavior 
are instantaneously presented. And it’s not a very nice story.” 


(https: //www.youtube.com/watch?v=44f3mxcsI50) 
hour: 1:01:20 


Humans, born from Man and Woman, partake in both masculinity and femininity. This further 
differentiates humans from the archetypal characters. Finally, it is understood how humankind 
was made in the image of God. As God possesses the Masculine and the Feminine, each human 
also possesses masculine and feminine qualities. This is a divine quality which humans partake 


in, that only the God of the Masculine and Feminine could grant to us. All of this understood, 
as it is told in the story of Genesis. 


How Women Live in the State of Nature 


Many have attempted to describe the way Man lives in the State of Nature. Thomas Hobbes 
did so most well in his Leviathan. He began by describing the Nature of Man. Importantly, he 
wrote that men are Equal in their Nature: 


“Nature hath made men so equal in the faculties of body and mind as that, though there be 
found one man sometimes manifestly stronger in body or of quicker mind than another, yet 
when all is reckoned together the difference between man and man is not so considerable as 
that one man can thereupon claim to himself any benefit to which another may not pretend as 
well as he. For as to the strength of body, the weakest has strength enough to kill the stron- 
gest, either by secret machination, or by confederacy with others that are in the same danger 
with himself. 


"And as to the faculties of the mind ... | find yet a greater equality amongst men than that of 
strength. For prudence is but experience, which equal time equally bestows on all men in those 
things they equally apply themselves unto.” (Hobbes 74-75) 


Thomas Hobbes, Leviathan 
ISBN-13: 978-0-87220-177-4 


The State of Nature places men in fundamental competition with each other. In this State, Man 
faces danger from every other man. Women too, find themselves facing a similar threat. That 
is, Woman faces threat from every man. Though she will not possess the same security as men, 
having not the ability to kill the strongest among her assailers. 


Then, she will seek security in the State of Nature in this way: from a Man. She will seek the 
protection of a Man by making herself sexually available to him. For she knows he will protect 
anything which is of benefit to him. She will be loyally, faithfully beneficial to him, in order 


to maintain his protection. It will be assumed that Woman is Equal to Man, since she may be 
successful in gaining his protection, as often as she is killed by him. 


So, | assume that women are also equal in their natural faculties in relation to other women. 
Though Woman does not rely on strength as her advantage, she may rely on the other advan- 
tages found in her body. She does not strive to kill, nor does she operate by machination or 
confederacy. Instead, she has other means of gaining security. It will be assumed that women 
are also in possession of the equal faculties of mind. In fact, women have smaller variability in 
their general intelligence than men do. 


“Some studies have identified the degree of IQ variance as a difference between males and fe- 
males. Males tend to show greater variability on many traits; for example having both highest 
and lowest scores on tests of cognitive abilities.[6][7]" 
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sex_differences_in_intelligence) 


These will be considered the natural faculties of Woman, which she possesses in equal mea- 
sure, as Man does. The Nature of Woman will be those faculties by which she gains security. 


As a consequence of the natural competition of men, Hobbes made no distinction between the 
State of Nature and the State of War: 


“From this equality of ability ariseth equality of hope in the attaining of our ends. And there- 
fore, if any two men desire the same thing, which nevertheless they cannot both enjoy, they 
become enemies; and in the way to their end, which is principally their own conservation, and 
sometimes their delectation only, endeavor to destroy of subdue one another.” (Hobbes 75) 


“Hereby it is manifest that during the time men live without a common power to keep them all 
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in awe, they are in that condition which is called war, and such a war as is of every man 
against every man. For War consisteth not in battle only, or the act of fighting, but in a tract of 
time wherein the will to contend by battle is sufficiently known.” (Hobbes 76) 


“Whatsoever therefore is consequent to a time of war, where every man is enemy to every 
man, the same is consequent to the time wherein men live without other security than what 
their own strength and their own invention shall furnish them withal.” (Hobbes 76) 


Women do not engage in war, therefore the State of War does not exist for women. For women, 
there is no distinction between the State of Nature and the State of Submission to Man. Woman 
knows no natural existence outside the State of Submission to Man. There is no other existence 
for her, except that which a man furnishes her. This is consequent to the time wherein women 
live without other security than what their own faculties shall furnish them with. 


Hobbes proposes his solution to the State of Nature in the form of articles which keep men at 
peace with each other. He calls these the Laws of Nature: 


“The passions that incline men to peace are fear and death, desire of such things as are neces- 
sary to commodious living, and a hope by their industry to obtain them. And reason suggests 
convenient articles of peace, upon which men may be drawn to agreement. these articles are 
they which by other are called the Laws of Nature” (Hobbes 78) 


Since the Laws of Nature protect men from each other, women will also accept these laws. 
Knowing that which keeps men at peace maintains her own security, which is granted to her 
by Man. The natural laws are those which protect the natural rights of, and provide security to, 
Men and Women both. 


2] 
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What the Patriarchy Is and Why It Doesn't Oppress Women 


One ofthe more common arguments made by Radical Feminists is that Women are oppressed 
by the Patriarchy. Recently, | came across an article on the sex-based nature of women’s 
oppression, which makes this argument: 


“Despite the orthodox insistence that male rule simply reflects the ‘natural’ order of things, 
patriarchy is only a relatively recent development in human history. For 99% of our existence 
human beings have not lived under patriarchal rule. Feminist author Marilyn French calls the 
horticultural, subsistence, matrilineal kinship groups that existed widely before the develop- 
ment of patriarchy matricentric. 


“French’s History of Women and Gerda Lerner’s The Creation of Patriarchy are incredible texts 
on the historic processes by which men created the patriarchy that forms the basis of Western 
society. This happened over the course of about 2.5 thousand years, from around 3100 B.C, 
during the agricultural revolution. According to Lerner, the transition from subsistence living 
to agriculture meant that children became an economic asset, a labour supply - and women 
became the first form of private property.” 

(https://reneejg.net/2017/02/07 /a-call-to-feminists-to-remember-the-history-and-sex-based- 
nature-of-womens-oppression/) 


First, let's be clear that this definition of Patriarchy encompasses all known societies. As the 
matrilineal kinship groups that existed before 3100 BC were not established societies, in any 
sense of the word. So, at the time that humans began living in Society, many concepts were 
developed which promote the functioning of Society. This article mentions the invention of 
Private Property, which coincided with the invention of Economic system. As even this author 
must admit, the invention of private property (in the form of land ownership) lead directly to 
the development of Agricultural methods which, for the first time in history, provided humans 
with living conditions above subsistence levels. Already, we must acknowledge that the creation 
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of Patriarchy, so defined, radically improved the living conditions for all humans, women 
included. 


Acknowledging this, the argument is made that women were oppressed by the system of 
Private Property, which made women and children the property of men. Since the beginning of 
Society, laws have treated men and women differently. But this alone is not evidence of oppres- 
sion, if the conditions of women were also improved by this change. And it is obvious that the 
conditions of women were improved by the creation of Society. 


The designation of Women as the property of Men (Wives as property to their Husbands and 
Daughters as Property of their Fathers) implied a Responsibility on Men to protect and provide 
for Women. Since women were not allowed to participate economically in Society, it was 
expected that men would provide for their families. 


Let’s also be clear that it would have heen the expectation within the matrilineal kinship 
groups that existed prior to this. Since women primarily require protection from predatory 
men, and since women are weak and cannot defend themselves from men, they have always 
required the protection of good men, and always will. This is why Women did not oppose the 
creation of Society, nor did they oppose their designation as the Property of Men, initially. 
This designation also relieved Women of Responsibility. It relieved them of the responsibility 
to protect themselves, which is the responsibility of every person, in their natural state. So 
the creation of Patriarchy, as defined by Radical Feminists, demonstrably improved the lives 
of women in two ways: stable society enabled humans to create reliable food sources, and it 
relieved women of the necessity to protect themselves. 


Since the creation of Society, Women have fought for and won, in multiple countries, the Right 
to work. This has also returned to women the Responsibility that they protect and provide for 
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themselves. The “Patriarchy” has also allowed this. Women only now have this ability due to 
the progress of Society, as established by Men. So Society has freed Women in another way: 
not only have women been given the option to provide for themselves, they have been given 
the ability. In the Natural State, Woman cannot provide for herself, but in established Society, 
she can. So the Patriarchy, made by Good Men, has been established to Protect Women, and to 
Provide them Liberty. It is only within this system that Women have experienced Liberty. And it 
is only by the continuance of established Society that we will continue to be protected. 
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To Recognize the Strengths of Woman, We Must Recognize Her 
Shortcomings 


Why does it seem taboo today to say: 
“Men and Women are Different” 


The differences between men and women need not be cited here, as they are various and 
obvious to anyone who has observed both sexes. | wish to discuss, not to debate, the relative 
strengths and weaknesses of Men and Women. 


The strengths of Man are thus: Man is physically strong; his mind is Rational and Specific. 
These are the strengths of Man, by which he protects others and himself. Through these 
attributes of the mind, he is granted Rational Thought. Much can be said about the strengths of 
Man, which | will not say here. So, we accept these attributes of Man. 


In comparing Woman to Man, we reveal the ways in which she falls short of these attributes. 
Woman is not physically strong; therefore, she requires protection. Her mind is not Rational 
and Specific. She does not have the same power of Rational Thought. These are the weaknesses 
of Woman, in comparison to Man. 


Need Woman despair? She falls short of Man in so many ways. How, then, can she be his 
Equal, when she is so Different? 


By recognizing the weaknesses of Woman, we will also see her strengths. For she is the coun- 
terpart to Man, and skilled in everything which he lacks. 


Woman is smaller and weaker than Man. Therefore, she is easily protected by him. This is 


her strength. Since she is small and weak, he sees her as something needing protection. This 
motivates him to protect her. This is to Woman's benefit, since she also requires the protection 
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of Man in order to bear his children and to raise them. Only under the protection of Man does 
she have the freedom to fulfill her life’s purpose. 


The mind of Woman is Emotional. This is her strength. The emotional mind of Woman grants 
her the power of Emotional Thought. By this, Woman can anticipate the needs of those she 
cares for. She can process her own emotions, and those of her partner. Since she is emotional, 
she is empathetic. Her mind is opened to the experience of others, since she can process their 
emotions. By her power, she makes others happy. Man does not have this power, therefore he 
seeks out a Woman trained in Emotional Thought. 


The mind of Woman is Abstract. Since she does not process her thoughts in the same manner 
as Man, she can always provide a counterbalance to his Specific thoughts. This too, is her 
strength. With the power of Abstract thought, she can relate many things, which to Man seem 
unrelated. She can create art; she can process emotions through many mediums. She has 
increased powers of Visual thought, while Man relies on Auditory processes. Her mind works in 
different ways, so she is always mysterious to Man. 


Man is attracted to Woman by the strengths she possesses, which he does not have. Woman 
is attracted to Man, also, for his strengths. We cannot deny what is natural, without denying 
Woman her strengths, or Man his. Therefore, recognize the natural weaknesses of Woman, 

since by recognizing these, we find her unique Strengths. 
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Why Women Need to Be Told "What To Do” 
A Second Part to “Why Women Don't Like to Be Told ‘What To Do’” 


On considering what she Wants, won't any woman realize that she Wants to take care of others 
and make them happy? If she can only be a Good Person by taking care of others and making 
them happy, then she will also want to be a Good Person. 


How can a Woman take care of others and make them happy unless by Knowing what they 
Need? 


How can a Woman Know the Needs of others unless they are Told to her? 


Therefore, she realizes, she can only fulfill the Needs of others by doing what she is Told to do. 
Since she wants to make people happy, she must fulfill the Needs of those she cares for. So she 
will want to be told the needs of men and children directly and clearly. Then, she may most 
easily fulfill their needs. If one can Tell a Woman who Wants to be a Good Person What To Do, 
she will interpret the Need and fulfill it directly. To be a Good Person, a Woman must dedicate 
herself in service to the Needs of others, since this is also what she Wants. 


Then, what a Woman Needs most of all is to be Told What To Do. 


This makes What She’s Supposed To Do irrelevant. Since, by doing What She Wants, she grants 
incomparable happiness to everyone around her. 
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Why Women Deny What They Need 


Every Woman, when she enters into relationship with a Man, becomes naturally dependent 
on him. She will require his love and attention. She will rely on him to provide for her basic 
needs. She does this in order to test one thing: 


Can he be depended on? 


She must know whether he can be depended on in order to know her feelings for him. She 
must know that he can be depended on before she feels the security which allows her to 
willingly bear his children. For this reason, she allows herself to become dependent. 


When she depends on Man, a Woman will have many expectations, which she believes he 
should fulfill. She must know that he can provide her with food, with water, with shelter, with 
love, and with everything else which she needs to live a happy life. 


Therefore, she will expect him to provide these to her without condition. That is, she will expect 
these provisions, even when she does not ask for them. 


If she feels insecure in her dependence, she may take this test even a step further. She will 
expect these provisions, after denying her needs outright: 


“1 don't want food." 

"| don't want water." 

“| don't want sex.” 

"| don't want you to provide for me." 
"| don't want attention." 

"| don't want a baby." 
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This, however, is a toxic test. For how can any Man pass a test which he does not know he is 
taking? 


With this test, she manipulates him into not fulfilling her needs. When he does not provide for 
her, she feels justified in saying: 


“You cannot be depended on.” 

Therefore, she pushes him away, and at the same time dispenses with her dependence on him. 
By dispensing with her dependence, she dispenses with the very Man who could fulfill these 
needs for her, if only she asked. In this way, she preserves only her own insecurity. 

Therefore, every Man should know that a Woman is lying when she denies what she needs. 
And every Woman, who is dependent on a Man, should proceed this way: 

She should ask for what she needs. 

She should accept what he gives to her graciously. 


She should feel secure in her dependence on him, knowing that he will bring her happiness. 


Then, he will provide what she needs. She will feel secure and happy. Man and Woman will be 
entwined in natural relationship, and both will feel loved. 
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This Statement of Biological Fact was Removed From an 
r/AskWomen Thread 


Posted by u/[deleted] 7 hours ago 


Women who are sexually active, do you believe that women are able to have B 
sex without any emotions involved before and after the fact? 


R 
x 


W 113 Comments Ô Give Award # Share Save 


SORTBY BEST v Single comment thread. View all comments > 


4R ANIKAHirsch -11 points - 5 hours ago 
% No. 
Sex releases the bonding chemical oxytocin in women. This is absolutely a difference between men and women. 


Reply Share Save Edit +" 


4 == @ Score hidden - 2 hours ago 


$ Your comment has been removed because: 
Graceless generalizations of gender are not permitted. 


Have questions about this moderator action? CLICK HERE! 


If you are messaging about your removed comment or post, please include a link to the removed content for 
review. 


AskWomen rules | AskWomen FAQ 
reddit rules | reddiquette 


Reply Give Award Share Report Save 


Source on oxytocin production in women: 


“Oxytocin is produced in the hypothalamus and released during sex, childbirth, and lactation 
to aid reproductive functions. It has physical and psychological effects, including influencing 
social behavior and emotion." 


"Sexual activity has been found to stimulate the release of oxytocin, and it appears to have a 
role in erection and orgasm. The reason for this is not fully understood, but, in women, it may 
be that the increased uterine motility may help sperm to reach their destination. Some have 
proposed a correlation between the concentration of oxytocin and the intensity of orgasm." 
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(https://www.medicalnewstoday.com/articles/275795.php) 


Men produce oxytocin as a response to sexual stimulation only after they have formed an emo- 
tional attachment to their partner. In women, oxytocin is produced as a response to orgasm 

or nipple stimulation. In other words, it is produced every time a woman has sex. Biological 
variability between women does not disprove what is a genetic sexual difference. Emotional 
attachment is a Normal response to sex for Women. 


The myth that women are all able to have sex without emotional attachment is kept alive by 
the same narrative which says that casual sex is “empowering” or “independence”. It is an 
attempt to obscure the differences between men and women, by encouraging women not to 
seek monogamous relationships. In reality, the only women who are able to have sex without 
emotional attachment, are emotionally damaged, or become that way through casual encoun- 
ters. 


Women have better sex in monogamous, emotionally attached, relationships. This allows for 
their full biological response. 


34 


"| n 


The Most Important Pronoun: 


I've written previously on the Postmodern concept of Self-Identity, in an essay titled “Self-Iden- 
tity in the Postmodern Era”. 


Today, | want to talk about pronouns. 


Our personal pronouns are one of the most important ways in which we conceptualize our- 
selves. Pronouns guide, even create, our Self-Identity. The way others refer to us gives us the 
mental context within which we refer to ourselves. 


Personal pronouns have become a contentious point of discussion in Postmodern Culture. Pro- 
nouns such as “he”, “she”, “they”, “xe”, or many others which | could list, have become the 
central focus. Many will point out that “misgendering” (mis-pronoun-ing) can be detrimental to 
one’s sense of Self-Identity. Some feel dissociated from Self-Identity when certain pronouns are 


used. Few have gone so far as to dictate the way others can refer to them. 


After Self-Identity is formed, your own opinion of yourself becomes (or should become) more 
important than the opinions of others. Only your opinion will guide further development of 
your Self-Identity. That is why the most important set of pronouns is this one: |, myself. 


People who feel strongly about the pronouns others use in reference to them may have an 
underdeveloped Self-Identity, which cannot withstand misconception. People who think of 
themselves in the Third Person (he, she, etc.) tend to have a dissociated view of themselves. 
They conceptualize themselves as if from the outside, in the way another person would view 
them. Instead of thinking of yourself as a “he” or a “she”, try thinking of yourself as an “I”. 


One who has a First Person concept of self will have a much stronger sense of Self-Identity. This 
Self-Identity stems from Self-Understanding, therefore it cannot be misconceived. Only 
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self-conception matters to an “I”. The "I" attributes all actions and failings to herself. "I" acts 
consciously, knowing what she wants. “I” does not misunderstand herself. “I” develops her 
Self-Identity, where it is weak. 


So if you are asked your personal pronouns, answer the way | would: | prefer the pronouns “I, 
myself”, others can refer to me as they wish. 
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Postmodern Theory of Language 


The Postmodern Theory of Language is a theory developed primarily by Michel Foucault in his 
writing. This is one of the most important theories in Postmodernism, because it proves that 
Knowledge of Objective Truth does not exist. The argument starts from three premises: 


1. Humans think in language. 

2. Human language is multi-variate. The meaning of words are different across time, and 
different across individuals. 

3. Language only has meaning within a culture. 


These premises are assumed to be true at the beginning of the argument. If these are true, 
then the conclusion will be true, by the logic of the argument. Of course, none of these 
premises can be verified. That is why they are assumed, rather than proven. Postmodernists 
acknowledge that their logic proceeds this way (but most Postmodernists also believe these 
things are true). 


Foucault used these premises to argue that Human Knowledge is also contained in Language. 
He reasoned, if humans think in language, and the meaning of their language is also hu- 
man-created, then all knowledge is human-created. In other words, humans can only think in 
terms of the thoughts that have been fold to them. (Never mind that, if this was true, Human 
Knowledge never would have been able to invent Language.) 


From these three premises, the conclusion is drawn: 
“This inherent, inescapable, nature of human thought and language (that thought is language 
and language is faulty) makes it impossible for humans to accurately grasp the nature of real- 


ity, or, more to the point, for any speaker to escape his or her own cultural Ideology: language 
itself, forces all thinking to remain Ideological.” 
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Therefore, it is considered proven that Human Knowledge does not, and cannot, possess Objec- 
tive Truth. It’s also assumed in the theory, though the author of this argument doesn’t make it 
clear: 


4. Cultural relationships are power relationships. 


Foucault was heavily influenced by Marx; he thought Marx had proven this premise true. 
Notice the association between the use of language and power, in this argument: 


“Thus, Post Modern theory argues, the very definition of a simple term like ‘to kill’ or ‘to mur- 
der’ never refers to a single concept; all concepts are rooted in cultural Ideology, and cultural 
Ideology is ‘tainted’ by relations of power and bias - that is, it is never as objective as it first 
appears and, indeed, is incapable of representing reality objectively.” 
(https://www.webpages.vidaho.edu/engl_ 258 /Lecture%20Notes/postmodernism%20lan- 
guage.htm) 


Postmodern Feminists have adopted this theory into the Feminist Theory of Language. (Don't 
ask a Postmodern Feminist if the premises of the argument are true or not, they obviously 
are.) This theory makes clear the power relationships in language, and more specifically 
acknowledges manipulation of language as a political tactic: 


“Feminist language reform or feminist language planning refers to the effort, often of political 
and grassroots movements, to change how language is used to gender people, activities and 
ideas on an individual and societal level.” 


In political movements, this theory is always combined with the Theory of Intersectional Op- 
pression into a theory of “Feminist Language Reform”. The theory argues both that women are 
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oppressed by language, and that women should manipulate language to enact social change: 


“The main focus of Feminist Language Reform is to acknowledge the often unconscious ways 
that language both silences and emphasizes gender in negative ways. In some languages it 
is clear with gendered nouns how some words are gendered to associate those words with 
maleness of femaleness. Feminist Philosophers argue that English, a non gendered language, 
still has the need for Language Reform.” 
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Feminist_language_reform#Theory) 


Postmodern Feminists have employed manipulative language tactics in many ways. In fact, 
these tatics have been documented as “academic theories” in the Stanford Encyclopedia of 
Philosophy. As a few examples: 


“One especially successful reform effort has been the increasingly accepted singular use of the 
third-person gender-neutral pronoun ‘they’ (in place of ‘he’) as in the sentence below: 
‘Somebody left their sweater behind.” 


“Susan Erlich and Ruth King (1992 [1998]), for example, discuss the case of ‘chairperson’, 
intended to serve as a gender-neutral replacement for ‘chairman’. Instead, in many places it is 
often used to indicate women who fill the post of chair, while men are referred to as ‘chair- 
man’.” 


“from The Sunday Times: 

“The lack of vitality is aggravated by the fact that there are so few able-bodied young adults 
about. They have all gone off to work or look for work, leaving behind the old, the disabled, 
the women and the children. (Cameron 1985: 85)’ 

“Clearly, in the above example, ‘able-bodied young adult’ is being used in such a way as to 
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exclude women.” 
(https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/feminism-language/) 


Postmodern Radical Feminists fight for the use of gender-neutral language in place of the 
language of men and women. This is done with the express purpose of removing sex differen- 
tiation from the language, in order to reform the culture. Since postmodern theory states that 
Cultural Reform can be enacted through Language Reform. They have not been entirely wrong, 
as documented in the Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy; some of these tactics have been 
extremely effective. If men and women cannot be differentiated in language, it is argued, they 
will also not be differentiated in the Culture. This is the Equal Treatment that Radical Feminists 
fight for. Inherently, it erases and oppresses women. 


And to add: to refute the premises of the theory is enough to refute the conclusions. 


40 


Refutation to the Postmodern Theory of Language 


| refute the conclusions of the Postmodern Theory of Language, on the basis that the premises 
of the argument cannot be true. The first premise states: 


1. Humans think in language. 


| can refute this by the statement: "I have the ability to think in images, as well as language." 
| know this statement to be true for myself, therefore | know the premise is not universally 
true. 


| refute the second two premises, on the basis that they lead to the false conclusion Human 
Knowledge is contained in Language. The second two premises, therefore, cannot be true 
simultaneously with the first premise: 


2. Human language is multi-variate. The meaning of words are different across time, and 
different across individuals. 
3. Language only has meaning within a culture. 


These two premises lead to the conclusion that Knowledge expressed in Human Language is 
human-created, and therefore subjective knowledge. When combined with the first premise, 
the further conclusion is made that all Human Knowledge is contained in Language. This 
conclusion cannot be true. If it were, Human Knowledge never would have been able to invent 
Language. For nothing can create that which contains it, without existing outside that thing 
also. Since Language exists, it must be assumed that Humans have invented it. Since Language 
expresses Human Knowledge, therefore, they must have some Knowledge originating outside 
of Language. 


From the line of reasoning that states Human Knowledge is Subjective Knowledge, the final 
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conclusion is made: Knowledge of Objective Truth does not exist. | refute this conclusion on the 
basis that the premises which led to the first conclusion cannot be true, therefore this conclu- 
sion has not been proven. 


| refute the fourth premise of the argument, on the basis that it misunderstands Human 
Culture. The fourth premise is stated: 


4. Cultural relationships are power relationships. 


| refute this premise by the statement: “Some cultural relationships are not power relation- 
ships.” To refute this premise is to refute the conclusions made by Marx, which | also do. To 
assume that all cultural relationships are power relationships is to assume a relationship of 
power between every individual and every other individual within a culture. | hold that individ- 
uals can have equal power, neither more powerful than the other. | further hold that individu- 
als participate in culture via a mutual contract, which obligates them to the fellow members of 
the culture, as much as it obligates the other members of the culture to them. 


Therefore, | further refute the conclusion that Human Knowledge is inherently Ideological. | 
refute the conclusion that Human Knowledge is biased by power relationships. 


Additionally, | refute the Feminist Theory of Language, which is based on these premises. | 


acknowledge that the theory of Feminist Language Reform, though sometimes effective in its 
application, is based on false assumptions. 
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Radical Feminists Are Encouraging Women to Stay in Abusive 
Relationships: "It's More Dangerous to Leave” 
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Why would you stay with someone after 
reporting them to the police once? 
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Physical abuse is always accompanied 
by emotional abuse. Emotional abuse 
manipulates victims into staying. 
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It may not be physically safe to leave. 
Within an intimate partner violence 
relationship, the point at which a 
woman is most statistically likely to be 
murdered is when she attempts to 
leave her abuser. So, for many women 
the choices are 1.) Stay suffering in a 
horribly abusive situation and maybe 
eventually die of it, or 2.) Try to leave, 
but chance of death skyrockets. 
There's not really a clear cut choice. S 
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My advice to men and women is the same: if you are in a abusive relationship, leave. There 
is no other viable option. Leaving is always the safest course of action, even when you fear 
retribution. 


The Radical Feminist narrative around this issue is disturbing. It gives women the wrong idea 
about their own situation (it’s a victim narrative). This is unhelpful, because it erases the 
woman's autonomy in her relationship. No woman can be a victim if she makes the decision to 
stay in a dangerous situation. 
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Radical Feminists Double Down on their Message: “It’s Safer to 
Stay” 


The safest course of action in any abusive relationship is to LEAVE. 


And? In case you didn't fucking notice it, people were pointing out that while long-term it is safer to leave, 
actually leaving is the most dangerous point in the relationship. 


Which is what people were saying... 


Instead, you take that... people pointing out that it is extremely dangerous at the point of leaving... and try to 
twist it into "oh, they're encouraging them to stay!" 


You are a dishonest lying little shit, and the fact you think you're some kind of nice person fighting the evil 
"radical feminists and Trans agenda" just shows how deluded you really are. 


You disagree with that? Then show me where anyone in this thread actually encouraged anyone to stay in an 
abusive relationship... not "you know it's the most dangerous point of the relationship, when you leave", but 
actual encouragement to stay! 


And so you know, if you consider "X point in time is the most dangerous" to be encouraging to stay, then 
you're encouraging people to not bother with parachutes as they throw themselves out of a plane as the 
most dangerous time when you use the parachute! 


See how your statement is bullshit? No... of course not... you're twisting words to make them say something 
completely different, and then using that as a "this is what radical feminists are like!" to justify your hatred. 
And make no mistake, it's hatred... you might not think you're hating someone, but your words and actions 
prove otherwise. 


This source was provided by a commentor: 

“There is a toxic question that surrounds abused women: ‘why didn’t she just leave him?’ 
“The answer, too often, is that many women that do leave get killed. 

“The thing that | did not know that was so revealing to me was that anywhere between 50% 
and 75% of domestic violence homicides happen at the point of separation or after [the 


victim] has already left [her abuser],’ says Cynthia Hill, director of HBO's Private Violence.” 


If this is true, then what should women in abusive relationships do? 
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“Many battered women stay, because they think: ‘If | leave, I’m going to die. 


"We have to start asking better questions. Rather than ‘why doesn't she just leave,’ it's ‘why 
does he abuse her’ and ‘why does society drive the getaway car." 


(https://www.theguardian.com/money/us-money-blog/2014 /oct/20/domestic-private-vio- 
lence-women-men-abuse-hbo-ray-rice) 


It seems like the most important question we could be asking is: why aren't women leaving? 


And who is telling women that they are going to die if they leave their relationship, | wonder? 
When many abusers use threats to manipulate their victims into staying (i.e. “If you leave, | 
will kill you.”), then the only counter-narrative is also the truth: leaving is the safest option. 
Staying in an abusive relationship is more dangerous than leaving. The longer she is in the 
relationship, the higher her risk will be. Staying “until it is safe to leave” is not only misguid- 
ed, it's impossible. 


The way we frame these discussions affects how women think about their own situations. If 
we tell women that leaving might be more dangerous than staying, in the worst case, we are 
confirming what her abuser has already told her. 


| recommend that all people leave a relationship at the first sign of physical abuse. 
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Radical Feminists Control the Narrative on Domestic Violence 


Recently, Radical Feminist group “Level Up” won a campaign to control media reporting on 
domestic violence when it results in the victim’s death. 


“There are six tips included, all of which emphasise the need for sensitive journalism that is 
neither sensational nor speculative and preserves the dignity of the deceased. This, Level Up 
states, is primarily achieved by avoiding certain language and imagery. 

“1. Accountability: Place responsibility solely on the killer, which means avoiding speculative 
‘reasons’ or ‘triggers’, or describing the murder as an uncharacteristic event. Homicides are 
usually underpinned by a longstanding sense of ownership, coercive control and possessive 
behaviours: they are not a random event. 


"2. Accuracy: Name the crime as domestic violence, instead of ‘tragedy’ or ‘horror’, and 
include the National Domestic Violence Helpline at the end of the [sic] 


“3. Dignity: Avoid sensationalising language, invasive or graphic details that compromise the 
dignity of the dead woman or her surviving family members. 


“4. Equality: Avoid insensitive or trivialising language or images 

“5. Images: Avoid using stock images that reinforce the myth that it’s only a physical crime.” 
(https://www.independent.co.uk/life-style/ women /domestic-abuse-reporting-guidelines-ip- 
so-press-regulation-a8871996.html?utm_source=reddit.com) 


The sixth guideline is not reported in the article. 


This is unacceptable coercion of our Free Press. 
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Further, this will do nothing to help women. It merely adds a false lens to an already difficult 
problem. Domestic violence is not going to be helped by being sensitive. It starts with breaking 
the cycle and teaching people there are other ways than what happened to them. 


The unfair narrative here removes the woman's autonomy by insisting she play no role in her 
own relationship. It obscures the events which led to her death, making it impossible for other 
women to learn from her choices, if they could. It may make the issue so opaque as to prevent 
other women from seeing their own situation clearly, even when it is similar. 


This first guideline is defined Orwellianism: "Accountability: Place responsibility solely on the 
killer." 


As if victims can have no accountability. Unfortunately, this reduces the status of the victim to 
one less than human. 


The second guideline may be helpful, in so far as it necessitates the inclusion of a helpline, 
but is unnecessarily coercive, since it dictates the very words which can be used to describe the 
event. 


The last three guidelines are so vague as to have almost no meaning. Of course, this only 
means they will be enforced to the fullest extent of opinion. This is purposeful, requiring every 
word of a given artide to fit within the narrowly acceptable narrative that "Level Up" has 
decided is appropiate. Under these guidelines, every printed word must be reviewed. 


| don't think | need to point out this is the theory of Feminist Language Reform, in blatant 
practice. | will anyway. 
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Toxic Female Behavior: from Oxford Men’s Rights Action 
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Tolerance of the behaviors at the bottom supports or excuses those 
higher up. To change outcomes, we must change the culture. 
If you see something, say something! 
Start the conversation today. 


This content is from the Oxford Men's Rights Action. | thought it was important enough to 
include here, since the graphic is so incisive. At the time of writing, it has received more com- 
ments than any other post on the subreddit. So, | know that the topic of Toxic Female Behavior 
is quite controversial. 


| also think it's important. Radical Feminists drone endlessly on the topic of "Toxic Masculin- 


ity". But, both men and women can engage in toxic behaviors. They display aggression in 
differnt ways. So, it is time we give women their due, by defining “Toxic Femininity” as well. 
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Masculinity and Femininity as Discovered, not Created 


| want to address this quote from Radical Feminist activist Lierre Keith: 


“The real brilliance of patriarchy... it doesn’t just naturalise oppression. It sexualises acts of 
oppression. It eroticises domination and subordination. It institutionalises them as masculinity 
and femininity. So, it naturalises, it eroticises and it institutionalises domination and subordi- 
nation. The brilliance of feminism is that we figured that out.” 


This quote assumes the Social Constructionist point of view — that Masculinity and Femininity 
exist merely as Constructions of Society; that Masculinity and Femininity are unnatural roles 
for Men and Women. | wish now to talk about Masculinity and Femininity as discovered, 
natural, concepts. 


There are two movements of Energy in our universe. The primary movement of energy that is 
observable to us is in the direction of Entropy. This is the movement of all energy to a uniform 
and distributed state. This movement of energy is responsible for the relative composition of 
our universe. Planets, Stars, and Elements move and are distributed by the law of Entropy. This 
is the natural state of our universe. We call what is natural whatever results from any action. 


Humanity has historically seen itself in opposition to the work of Nature. Humans work to 
counteract the movement of Entropy. We build buildings, and consolidate energy in useable 
forms. Energy that is uniform and distributed is useless to us, since we rely on energy differen- 
tials to propel our human work. 


So we can call these two movements of energy Creative and Destructive, respectively. What is 
Natural is also Creative, since the natural movement of energy also provides the conditions 
that are suitable to life. The work of Man can be called Destructive, since it deconstructs and 
rearranges what is naturally provided. 
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| call these broadly the Feminine and Masculine movement of energy. 


The Masculine and the Feminine archetypes are also reflected in divine myth. In Greek mythol- 
ogy, they were symbolized by the gods of Earth and Sky. The Earth Goddess was Gaea, and the 
Sky God was Uranus. The union of these beings is the creation myth which led to the creation 
of the Titans, the Gods of Olympus, and finally Humans. This myth is reflected in the Christian 
story of Genesis as well, though in that story God is responsible for uniting the Earth to the 
Sky. 


So Man, as he partakes in the Masculine, Deconstructs and Dominates what is given to him and 
what is natural. He does this for the propagation of Humanity over Nature. In this he is justi- 
fied; since he is Man, he partakes in the Masculine movement of energy for his own benefit. 


What, then, is Woman, who has the power both to Create and to Destroy? For she can learn 

to partake in the Masculine movement of energy from Men, but she can also take part in the 
Feminine movement of energy, since she has the natural ability to Create. To deny Woman 

the Feminine movement of energy is to deny Woman a far greater power - that which is hers 
alone. Is she Subordinate in her exercise of this power, since it requires her sexual submission 
to Man? | suppose Radical Feminists would prefer that women partake only in the Masculine 
movement of energy, since it does not require the submission of women. But a Woman in touch 
with her Feminine energy will realize, that by willing Submission, her Power is made greater, 
not less. So it seems that Radical Feminists only seek to deny Women their unique Power. 


This is the mistake in assuming that the Masculine and Feminine are created concepts: Lierre 
Keith and other Radical Feminists assume that the concepts have been created by Men to op- 
press Women. They have never considered that Men have discovered the concepts of Masculine 
and Feminine. They encourage other women to reject their natural abilities, viewing them as 
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oppressive. But Woman cannot reach her full potential while denying what is natural to her. 
So | celebrate the Men who have discovered, in myth, in writing, and in physical observation, 
the concepts of Masculine and Feminine. And | celebrate the Natural Abilities of Women, thus 
discovered and previously known. 


53 


54 


Woman as Visual Creature 


The reader may know, or have heard, that Men are Rational and Women are Emotional. 
This is true. And there is another dichotomy which is dominant between the sexes. 


Man expresses his Rationality with Linguistic thought. He describes his mind verbally. Through 
this, he comes to a rational understanding which he calls Belief. His action is guided by his 
Belief. Therefore, Man’s mental acuity can be judged by his ability to rationally describe him- 
self. His Belief should be linguistically coherent, if it is to make Sense. If he is excellent in his 
understanding, he will observe Sense in his surroundings, and the true Order of reality. With a 
true understanding of Sense, he will be able, not only to explain the events of his life, but will 
accurately predict those events which follow his rational understanding. 


Man, when he cannot make Sense, will feel anger. This should indicate to him that his rational 
understanding is incomplete. Therefore, he can work through his anger linguistically. That is, 
he should speak, or write, or think, until Sense returns to him. When his rational understand- 
ing of the situation is complete, he will feel the corresponding positive emotion happiness, 
which indicates to him that his understanding is complete. If a Man wants to be happy, he 
should want to develop his Linguistic thinking. 


Woman will use other means to come to an understanding of herself and her environment. 
That is, Woman processes her Emotion visually. Woman, being a visual creature, must begin 
to understand herself by observing her physical environment, through sight. She comes to an 
emotional understanding which she calls Feeling, and her reaction is guided by her Feeling. 
With correct Feeling, she will be able to explain her own experiences, and predict those experi- 
ences which follow from her emotional understanding. 


Her Visual Thought is attuned to notice the true Shape of reality. If her visual understanding is 
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developed, she will come to observe Perfection. 


Woman does not require her surroundings to be visually perfect in order to observe Perfection. 
Instead, she understands Perfection by observing many imperfect things. Likewise, Man can 
observe Sense in the abstract, by judging many things which are nonsense. In that way, Perfec- 
tion and Sense are like the Socratic Ideals to which no real object can compare. 


Man makes Sense out of nonsense. So, Woman must make Perfection out of imperfection. 
Woman, if she cannot make Perfection, will feel anxiety. Her emotional state should indicate to 
her a problem with her visual environment. She can resolve her anxiety by adjusting the visual 
environment, making it more Perfect. When emotional clarity returns, she feels the positive 
emotion love. Only by developing Visual Thought will a Woman come to understand what in 
her environment causes anxiety, and what inspires love. When she understands Perfection, 
finally she can remove everything from her visual environment which is anxiety-inducing. 


Therefore, a Woman's mental acuity can be judged by how clean her house is. 
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Women and Time 


There is another difference between the minds of Women and Men: 


Man weighs time by the present moment. He always assumes than Everything should be done, 
Now. You will always hear a man say, 


“The Past is gone. And Now is better than Later.” 
This is what he thinks. 


Woman relates to Time differently. For her, Time is abstract. (As are all things in a woman's 
mind.) She does not weigh any moment more heavily than any other moment. For her, all 
moments must be fundamentally the Same. Therefore, you will hear a woman say, 


“The Time to do that is Past.” 

or “The Time to do that is Present.” 

or “The Time to do that is Not Yet Here.”, 
whatever she decides is most fitting. 


This is the difference of the specific and abstract mind, which approaches the problem differ- 
ently. (The problem is When To Do something.) Man considers the most effective approach 

the best. That is, whatever will have the greatest effect in Reality is what he employs. Woman 
would rather know the Absolute Best time to do something. Therefore, she weighs all moments 
equally in her consideration. In a certain mind, Visual Thought flips through every moment, 
trying to picture it. She will consider each moment by a number of factors: in which is she the 
happiest? In which is everybody around her the happiest? Which is the easiest for her? Which 
is the easiest for other people? She may even have other factors, depending on the moment. 


How else could she decide? It is a complicated question, considering the vastness of Time. 
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